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THE REVERSE HOLDER INEQUALITY FOR A,y WEIGHTS
WITH APPLICATIONS TO MATRIX WEIGHTS

DAVID CRUZ-URIBE OFS AND MICHAEL PENROD

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove a reverse Holder inequality for the variable exponent
Muckenhoupt weights A, .y, introduced in [§]. All of our estimates are quantitative, showing
the dependence on the exponent function on the A, characteristic. As an application, we
use the reverse Holder inequality to prove that the matrix A,.) weights, introduced in [I1],
have both a right and left-openness property. This result is new even in the scalar case.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we develop the structure theory of weights in the variable exponent setting
by proving a version of the reverse Holder inequality for the class of A,.) weights. Before
stating our main theorem, we sketch earlier results to provide some context. The study of A,
weights dates back to the early 1970s when Muckenhoupt [22] proved the Hardy-Littlewood
maximal operator is bounded on LP(v) if and only if v € A,. Given 1 < p < oo, a weight v
is a (scalar) A, weight if

ol = sup f o(o) (]{2 o(y)' " dy)p_l <o,

where the supremum is taken over all cubes Q C R™. A rich structural theory for these
weights developed quickly (see [I5L17,[I8]). The fine properties of A, weights play an im-
portant role in many of their applications. Of particular interest is the reverse Holder
inequality, introduced by Coifman and Fefferman [3]. They used it to give a simpler proof
that the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator is bounded, and to prove that singular integral
operators are bounded on LP(v) for v € A,. They showed that given a weight v € A,, there
exist constants C' and r > 1 such that for all cubes @,

]év(x)fdx <C (][Qv(x) daz)r.

This is called a reverse Holder inequality since the opposite inequality is just a normalized
version of Holder’s inequality. By Holder’s inequality, it follows at once from the definition
that the A, classes are nested: A, C A, for all ¢ > p. Moreover, as a consequence of the
reverse Holder inequality, they are left-open: if v € A, then v € A,_, for some € > 0.
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To generalize A, weights to the variable Lebesgue spaces we need to define an alternative
version of A,, which we denote by A,. Given 1 < p < oo, a weight w is a scalar A, weight if

ula, = sup (]2 w(zp dx)% (]{2 wiy) ™ dy)ﬁ <o

1
Notice that w € A, if and only if v = w” € A, with [w]4, = [v]}; . The definition of classical
A, weights is based on viewing the weight v as a measure in the LP(v) norm, i.e., defining

1

1l o) = (/R \f(x)\pv(x)dx> "

On the other hand, the definition of A, is based on viewing the weight w = vr as a multiplier,
i.e., we define the LP(w) norm by

I lzrwr = o fllaser = ([ fwtolstapas )

This approach of using weights as multipliers was first adopted by Muckenhoupt and Whee-
den [23] to define the “off-diagonal” A, , weights used with fractional integral operators. One
consequence of this approach is that the “duality” of the weights has a much more symmetric
expression: with this definition, w € A, if and only if w™ € A/, whereas in the classical
case, v € A, if and only if o' 77 = v PP € A,

The A, weights also satisfy a reverse Holder inequality: this follows at once from the
classical reverse Holder applied to the weight v = wP:

(1.1) (éw(x)”’dx):p <C, (]2 w(z)? d:c);.

Since w € A, and w™! € A, we can use this inequality to show that the class A, is both
right and left open: there exists € > 0 such that w € A,_ and w € A,,.. However, unlike
the classical A, weights, the A, weights are not nested. For example, on the real line, if we

let w(z) = |z|~2, then w € A, for 1 < p < 2, but not for p > 2.

The definition of A, weights leads to a natural generalization in the variable exponent
setting. We can rewrite the definition of [w]4, using L? norms, i.e.,

[w]4, = Sup QI Nlwxellzen lw™ Xall v @)

and then replace the LP norms with variable exponent L) norms. Given an exponent
function p(-), a weight w is an A,y weight if

[w]a,., = Sup QI M lwxell Lot @ lw™ Xall oo @ny < 00

(See Section 2l for the definitions of exponent functions and variable Lebesgue spaces.) In [§],
the first author, Fiorenza, and Neugebauer proved the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator
satisfies strong and weak-type weighted norm inequalities if and only if w € A,.). (See
also [5,/6].) Much less is known about the fine properties of A,y weights than in the constant
exponent setting, though the first author and Wang [I3] proved that Rubio de Francia

extrapolation holds for A, weights.
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In this paper we begin the study of the fine properties of A,y weights. In our main result,
we prove that they satisfy a reverse Holder inequality defined in terms of variable Lebesgue
space norms. For brevity, here we omit some technical definitions: see Section [2 for precise
details.

Theorem 1.1. Let p(-) € P(R") N LH(R™) with py < oo and let w be a scalar Ap.y weight.
Then there exists a constant Cyy and an exponent r > 1 such that for all cubes ) C R",

1 1
(1.2) Q7 [[wxallLrro@ny < Cp)|QL 72 [wXall et @ny:
i particular, we may take
Coobt (py+1)
Coy = Clwl
where C* = C(n, p(+), Cs, Cp, Coy, D1, Ds), and
1
r=1+ g Coert
Cl [W]Ap(.;)wh

where Cy, = C(n,p(+), Coo)-
Remark 1.2. When p(-) = p is constant, inequality (L2) reduces to inequality (LI)). To
1

see this, note that |Q|*2 = ||xq|| s @ny, and when p(-) is constant this becomes |Q\% (See
Lemma [2.10 below.) We note, however, that the constant Cy.y doesn’t reduce to the one
gotten in the constant exponent case. See Remark[{.] for details.

As a consequence of the reverse Holder inequality, we can prove that the class of A,
weights is both right and left open.

Corollary 1.3. Given p(-) € P(R") N LH(R™) with py < oo and a weight w € Ay, there
exists r > 1 such that for all s € (1,7), w € Agp(,-

Corollary 1.4. Given p(-) € P(R*) N LH(R™) with p_ > 1 and a weight w € Ay, there
exists r > 1 such that for all s € (1,7), if ¢'(-) = sp/(-), then w € Ay.y.

We will actually derive these results as special cases of the corresponding results for matrix
weights in the variable exponent setting. Recall that the study of matrix A, weights began
with Nazarov, Treil, and Volberg in the 1990s (see [24,26]). They defined matrix A, condition
and proved bounds for the Hilbert transform on matrix weighted L? spaces. The definition
of matrix A, was originally stated in terms of norm functions, but Roudenko [25] gave an
equivalent definition of A, strictly in terms of matrices. Given 1 < p < oo, a matrix weight
V is a d x d matrix function that is positive definite (and so invertible) almost everywehere.
It is a matrix A, weight if

P

V]a, —sup][( V@V W), ) dr < .

When d = 1 this reduces the the classical scalar A, condition. These matrix weights have
some fine properties in common with scalar weights: for example, they are nested, with
matrix A, contained in matrix A, if ¢ > p. (See Goldberg [19, Proposition 5.5].) However,

one property fails: they are not left open. Bownik [I, Corollary 4.3] gave an explicit example
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of a matrix weight V' € A, that is not in A, for any p < 2. (The introduction of this paper
also gives a good summary of the properties of scalar weights that do and do not extend to
matrix weights.)

As in the scalar setting, and with the same motivation, we define an alternative class to
matrix A,, which we again denote by A,. Beginning with Nazarov, Treil and Volberg, the
norm in LP(V) was written

1fllLr oy = (/R |V%(a:)f(a:)|pda:)% .

If we instead write the norm as

nmmqumvmmm@:(/;mq@ﬂ@w@)ﬂ

then we are led to the following alternative definition, first adopted by Bownik and the first
author [2]. Given 1 < p < 00, a matrix weight W is a matrix 4, weight if

1

[m&4w0(|w >\)me<m

The relationship between matrix A, and A, is the same as in the scalar setting: given a
1
matrix weight V € A, W = Vi e Ap, with [W]4, = [V]} . The A, classes are not nested:

in R, consider a diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are \x|_%. However, in contrast to
Roudenko’s A, classes, they are both right and left open. This is a consequence of our results
below.

This definition can also be rewritten using LP norms, i.e.,

(W], = sup QITHIIW @)W W)lopxa®)| g oy X (@] -

This definition generalizes to variable Lebesgue spaces: given an exponent function p(-), an
invertible matrix weight W is a matrix Ay weight if

[W]Ap(.) = Sgp |Q|_1HH|W(95)W_1(y)|opXQ HLM) Rn)XQ HLP() (R < O0.

We introduced the class A,y in [I1], where we used it to study the boundedness of averaging
and convolution operators on LP(W). Here, as an application of Theorem [[LT, we show that
they are both right and left open.

Theorem 1.5. Given p(-) € P(R") N LH(R™) with py < oo and a matriz weight W : R™ —
Sa, if W € Ay, then there exists r > 1 such that for all s € (1,7), W € Agy.y.

Theorem 1.6. Given p(-) € P(R")NLH (R™) with p_ > 1 and a matriz weight W : R™ — Sy,
suppose W € Apy. Then there exists v > 1 such that for all s € (1,7), if ¢'(-) = sp/(-), then
W e Aq(.).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2 we state the relevant
definitions and lemmas about variable Lebesgue spaces. All of these results are known; we
keep very careful track of the constants, and in one case, Lemma 2.11] we give a new proof

in order to clearly determine the constants (or more precisely, what the constants depend
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on). In Section 3, we prove several technical lemmas about scalar A, ., weights. Again, these
results are not new; they appeared previously in [8]. However, their proofs were qualitative
and since we need to have quantitative estimates on the constants, we give detailed proofs.
In Section 4, we prove Theorem [[.LII The proof is extremely technical and depends on a
sharp version of the reverse Holder inequality for scalar A, weights: see Lemma [4.1l In both
Sections Bl and [4 we make repeated normalization arguments to control the constants. In
particular, our proofs initially seem to show that the constants depend on [[wxqq || e ®n);
where () is a fixed cube centered at the origin, but we are able to remove this dependence.
This plays an important role in the proofs for matrix weights: see Lemma B.11l We note
that in the proof of the weighted norm inequalities for the maximal operator in [§], this same
dependence appears, but our normalization argument can be used to remove it, so that the
constant only depends on the 4, characteristic of the weight. This leads to the problem
of determining the sharp dependence on this constant. In Section [, we give the relevant
definitions for matrix weights and prove several key lemmas related to averaging operators.
Lastly, in Section [, we prove Theorems and

Throughout this paper, we will use the following notation. We use n to denote the dimen-
sion of the Euclidean space R™, and d will denote the dimension of matrix and vector-valued
functions. When we use cubes (), we assume their sides are parallel to the coordinate axes.
Given two values A and B, we will write A < B if there exists a constant ¢ such that
A < cB. Wewrite A~ Bif A S Band B S A We will often indicate the parameters
constants depend on by writing, for example, C'(n, p(-)). By a (scalar) weight w we mean a
non-negative, locally integrable function such that 0 < w(z) < co almost everywhere.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we give the basic definitions and lemmas about variable Lebesgue spaces.
We refer the reader to [7,[14] for the proofs of many of these results, as well as a thorough
treatment of variable Lebesgue spaces.

An exponent function is a Lebesgue measurable function p(-) : R®™ — [1, 00]. Denote the
collection of all exponent functions on R™ by P(R"). Given a set £ C R", define

pi(E) =esssupp(x), and p_(F)=essinfp(z).
z€E zek
For brevity, we will write p; = py(R") and p- = p_(R"). If 0 < |E| < oo, define the
harmonic mean of p(-) on E, denoted pg, by

1 1
LR ][ L
PE g D(T)
Define the conjugate exponent function to p(-), denoted p'(-), by
1 1

—— +
p(z)  p'(x)
for all x € R", where we use the convention that 1/c0 = 0.

Y

Given p(-) € P(R"), define the modular associated with p(-) by

o) = [ 5@+ o
R\ Qoo
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where Q. = {x € R" : p(x) = oco}. Define LP*)(R") to be the collection of Lebesgue
measurable functions f : R" — R such that

£l Loy @y 7= Inf{A > 02 ppy (f/A) < 1} < o0
If f depends on two variables, z and y, we specify which variable the norm is taken with
respect to with subscripts, e.g., L2 and 120

Given a weight w, define LP*)(w) to be the collection of Lebesgue measurable functions
f :R™ = R such that

1£1 o ) = Nlw ] Loer gny < 00.
We now state some important lemmas about variable Lebesgue spaces.

Lemma 2.1. (7, Corollary 2.25] Let p(-) € P(R") with p, < oo. If || f|l1e() gy > 1, then

B 1
p;v(')(f)p+ < HfHLP(')(R") < pp(')(f)p’ :

o) (1)~ S W f o @ny < ppey (F) 7
Lemma 2.2. [7, Proposition 2.21] Given p(-) € P(R"), if f € LPU)(R™)with | £l o) gy >
0, then ppey (/11 fll ooy mny) < 1. Furthermore, ppiy(f/||fllecy@ny) = 1 for all non-trivial
f € LPO(R™) if and only if py (R™\ Q) < 00.
Lemma 2.3. [7, Theorem 2.26] Givenp(-) € P(R"), for all f € LPO)(R™) and g € LP'O)(R™),
fg € LY(R™) with

/R F@)g(@)dz < Koo | F o 9l

where K.y is a constant depending only on p(-). If p; < oo, then Ky < 3;if 1 < p_ <
Py < 00, then Ky < 2.
Lemma 2.4. [7, Corollary 2.28] Given p(-),q(-) € P(R") define r(-) € P(R™) by

1 1 1

=——+

g(z)  plx)  r()
for x € R". Then there exists a constant K = Kp(y/q.) + 1 such that for all f € LPO(R™)
and g € L"O(R"), fg € LIO(R™) with

||f9||Lq(->(Rn) < KHfHLP(')(]R”)HgHLT(')(R”)’

Next, we define log-Holder continuity, which is an important hypothesis for our results.

Definition 2.5. A function u(-) : R® — R is locally log-Hélder continuous, denoted by

u(-) € LHo(R™), if there exists a constant Cy such that for all z,y € R™ with |z — y| < 1/2,
Co

2.1 w@) —uy)| < —2

(2.1) ) = )| €

We say that u(-) is log-Hélder continuous at infinity, denoted u(-) € LH(R™), if there exist

constants Coy and us such that for all x € R™,

Coo

9.2 | < e

(2.2 ula) = ] € e

6



If u(+) is log-Hélder continuous locally and at infinity, we denote this by u(-) € LH(R™).

Remark 2.6. When p, = oo, it is more natural to assume that 1/p(-) € LH(R"), instead
of assuming p(-) € LH(R™). But it is well-known (see [7, Proposition 2.3]) that if p, < oo,
then p(-) € LH(R™) if and only if 1/p(-) € LH(R™).

The following lemma connects local log-Holder continuity to a condition on cubes. We
refer to this lemma as the Diening condition, as he first proved this result.

Lemma 2.7. [7, Lemma 3.24/, [1{, Lemma 4.1.6] Let p(-) € P(R™) with p; < oo. If
p(+) € LHy(R™), then there exists a constant Cp such that for all cubes @ C R™,

|Q‘p7(Q)—p+(Q) < Op.
In fact, we may take Cp = max{(2y/n)"®+P-) exp(Cy(1 + log, 1))}

The following lemma is a variant of the Diening condition. The proof follows the same
arguments with very little modification. We leave the details to the reader.

Lemma 2.8. Let p(-) € P(R") with p, < oo. If p(-) € LHy(R™), then for all cubes Q and
all z,y € Q,

(2.3) ‘Q|—\p(r)—p(y)\ < Cp.
Moreover, if |Q| < 1, then for any x € Q,

1 e |~ 22 —— o 1
Q7 < Cp Q] and  |Q| e <O QI
Our next result lets us relate the norm of the characteristic function of a cube to its

measure. The result is stated in terms of the A,y condition, given in Definition [3.1] below;
we state the special case needed here. Given p(-) € P(R"), we say that 1 € A, if

[a,., = Slclgp |Q|_l||XQ||LP(')(R”)||XQ||LP'(')(R”) < 0.

Remark 2.9. If p, < oo and p(-) € LH(R"), then 1 € A,; but this condition is strictly
weaker than log-Hélder continuity. See [7, Proposition 4.57, Example 4.59]; note that there
this condition is referred to as the Ko condition.

Lemma 2.10. [12, Proposition 3.8] Given p(-) € P(R™) such that p, < oo and 1 € Ay,

for any cube Q,
1

o 1
2Kp() |Q|pQ S ||XQ||LP(-)(Rn) S 4K§()[1]’AP() |Q|pQ .
In particular, this holds if p(-) € LH(R™).

Lemma 2.11. [14, Corollary 4.5.9] Let p(-) € P(R") with 1/p(-) € LH(R™). Then there
exist constants Dy and Dy such that for every cube Q with |Q| > 1,

Q17 < Dillxallso e
and )
HXQHLP(')(R”) < Dy| QP
The constants Dy and Dy depend only on n, p(-), and the log-Hélder constant of 1/p(-).
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We provide the proof of this lemma to track the constants; it is somewhat simpler than
the one given in [14].

Proof. Fix a cube @ with |Q| > 1. By Lemma[2.10] it will suffice to show that |Q|% ~ |Q|P+-o,
or equivalently,

1 1
=
where C' depends on n and the log-Holder constant of 1/p(-). By the definition of py and

the LH,, condition on 1/p(+),
Dy,
o N
o log(e + |z])

1 1 ‘ ][ 1 1
—— | = —— — —dx
PqQ Poo Q p(x) Poo
where D, is the LH,, constant of 1/p(-). Let P be a cube centered at the origin with
((P) =1(Q), fix R = +/nl(P), and let By = B(0, R/2). Then P C By. Since the integrand
increases if we move from an arbitrary cube to a cube centered at the origin with the same
side length, we have

Do Do
——dr < f ———dx
q log(e + |x]) p log(e + [x])

< (@) Un][ D~
2 B, log(e + [z])

where v,, is the volume of the unit ball in R™. If we convert to spherical coordinates with
r=Rs and s € (0,1), we get

NS L' Dygs™! )
= | — Up, R —
2 o log(e + Rs)

n 1/VR 1
() oo [ it L )
2 0 log(e + Rs) ~ J1,yz log(e + Rs)

<?)n :nDOO <\/1§ - log(e vlL \/E))
(%) e

in the second to last inequality we used the fact that log(z) < x for all z > 1. This proves
inequality (2.4]) with C' = 4n (4) UnDoo. O

(2.4) log|Q| < C,

IN

IN

The following lemma allows us to replace variable exponents with constant ones, and vice
versa, at the cost of a remainder term. This result was proved in [7, Lemma 3.26] for the

Lebesgue measure, but the same proof works for a general non-negative measure .
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Lemma 2.12. Let u(-) : R® — [0,00) be such that u(-) € LHy(R"™) and 0 < us < 00, and
fort >0, let Ry(x) = (e+|z|)~™. Then for any non-negative measure u, for any set E with
w(E) < oo, and any function F with 0 < F(y) <1 fory € E,

/ F(y)"W dp < " / F(y)"= du+ / Ry(y)" dp,
E E E

and

/ F(y)'=dp < "o / F(y)"Y dp + / Ry(y)"~ dp.
E E E

3. LEMMAS FOR SCALAR A,y WEIGHTS

In this section we define the scalar A,y weights and prove a number of important, quan-
titative lemmas about them. All of these results were proved in [8], but the proofs were
qualitative and did not keep careful track of the constants. Because precise estimates are
necessary for our proofs in Section Ml we give detailed proofs here.

Definition 3.1. Given p(-) € P(R"), define scalar A,y to be the set of scalar weights w
such that

[w]AP(.) = Sgp |Q|_1||wXQ||LP(')(]R”)||w_1XQ||LP’(-)(]R”) < 00,
where the supremum is taken over all cubes () C R™.

Lemma 3.2. [§, Lemma 3.2] Let p(-) € P(R") N LH(R") and w € Apy. Then, for all
cubes QQ and all measurable sets E C Q,

|£]
1] < Kp(-)[w]Ap(-> ||1UXQ||LP(')(R”).

The original proofs of LemmasB.3]and B.5]yielded a constant that depended on the norm of
the scalar weight w on a fixed cube centered at the origin, but did not track the dependence
on this quantity. Since we needed to remove this dependence in our proof of the reverse
Holder inequality, it was necessary to carefully track this dependence. The first lemma is a
weighted version of the Diening condition, Lemma 2.7

|wxe HLP(‘)(R")

Lemma 3.3. [8, Lemma 3.3/ Given p(-) € P(R") N LH(R") with p; < oo, and a weight
w € Ay, there exists a constant Ly such that for all cubes Q) C R",

lwoxally ™ < Lalwl 7

We may take the constant Ly to be
Ly = C(nvp(')v COO)CD maX{lv ’|wXQ0||I£;(;IE[En)}7
where Qo = Q(0, 2e).

Proof. Fix a cube Q). Let Qo = Q(0,2¢). We first assume that ||wxqg,|liee) ey = 15 we
will treat the general case below by homogeneity. Further, if ||wxql|rs¢)gn) > 1, then the
desired inequality is immediate, so we assume ||wxq||f»¢)&n) < 1. We consider multiple cases

according to the relative sizes of () and )y and their relative distance to each other.
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For the first case, suppose |@Q| < |Qo| and dist(Q, Qo) < ¢(Qo). Then Q C 5Qy. Thus, by
Lemma 2.3 and the A,y condition,

@l = [ (o) ds
Q
< KP(')HwXQ”LP(')(R”)||w_1XQ||LP’(-)(R")

< Ky (10e)" [wxall o) @m) 5Q0|_1Hw—1X5Q0HLP’(-)(R”)

< KP(')(loe)n[w]AP(.) HwXQHLP(')(R")

|wX5Q0 HZZ}(‘)(Rn)'
Since [y 500y = 1 we have [0¥sgul 51 ey < lxy 7k gery = 1. Ths,

Q| < Kp((10e)"[w] 4, llwxgll ot gy

If we rearrange terms, raise both sides to the power p, (Q) — p_(Q), and apply Lemma 2.7,
we get

loxal2 0@ < (Kypy (106)"[w) )P+ @2 @] @pp-(@-p+(@
< C(n. p(-))Colwll "~

For the second case, suppose |Q| < |Qo| and dist(Q, Qo) > £(Qo). In this case, define
Q= Q(0, 2 dist(Q, Qo)) Then Q, Qo C Q and 6(@) < 2dist(Q, 0). Repeating the argument
in the first case, with @ instead of 5Qy, we get

Q| < Koy llwxall oo gy llw™ xoll oo gy
Kp()|Qllwxell Lre mny |Q
Kp(-)|@|[ w] p()HwXQHLP() R™) ||wXQ||Lp()(Rn)

Q! ||w_1XQ ||LP’(')(]R”)

Since Qo € § and gy sy = 1. we have [wxgll 2o gy < Xk = 1. Thus,
Q1 < Kpy[w] a0, QU wxell o g
As before, if we rearrange terms and raise both sides to the power py(Q) — p_(Q), we get
HwXQHz;p((?(RnI;HQ) < (Kp(')[w]AP(-))m—pf‘Q|p7(Q)—p+(Q)|@‘p+(Q)—p7(Q)
< (Kp(')[w]AP(-))p+—prD‘©|p+(Q)—p7(Q)_

We now estimate |Q[P+(@~7-(@) Define dy = dist(Q,0). Since p(-) € LH(R"), p(-) is
continuous on R™. Since Q C Q, by the continuity of p(-), there exists 1, xs in the closure of
@ such that p(z;) = p(Q) and p(z2) = p_(Q). Moreover, |z1| > dg and |z3] > dg. Thus,
by the LH,, condition,

p+(Q) — p—(Q) < |p(x1) — Pos| + [P(72) — Do

< Coo + Coc

~ log(e + |z1|)  log(e + |xal)
RN

~ log(e+dg)
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Also, by our choice of Q,
Q= 4(Q)" < (2dist(Q,0))" = 2"dfy < 2"(e + dg)".

Thus,
|Q|p+(@)— -@) < < (2"(e + dg)™)P* (@)-r-(Q)
< on(p+—p- (e+dQ)2nCoo/log(e+dQ)
— gn(p+=p-)p2nCoo
Hence,

Q —p— n —p— NCoo __ —P-—
lwxalln St @ < (K [w]a, )+ 7= Cp2 @262 = C(n, p(-), Coo) Cplully 7.

The third case is similar to the first. Suppose |Q| > |Qo| and dist(Q, Qo) < £(Q). Then
Qo C 5Q. Thus, by Lemma and the A, () condition,

@ < Ky llwxell oo @ny ||w Xall 1o my
< Ky 5Q [wxell Loy 13RI w™ Xl e gy
< Ky 5Q1[w] 4, llwxell oo @ lwxsel Zoe gy
(5" 1QI[w]a,, lwxall et gny

|wX5Q HZ;(-)(Rn)’

Since Yy C 5Q, we have wa5Q||;;(_)(Rn) < |lwxo, 1. Thus,

-1 .
||Lp(-)(]Rn) -
Q| < Kpy5"|Ql[w]a,, llwxell oo @ny-
Rearranging terms and raising both sides to the power p, (Q) — p_(Q), we get
Q n —p_
luxallf Sl < (5" Ky [w]a, )P
— Clm, pO) [l

For the last case, suppose |Q| > |Qo| and dist(Q, Qo) > ¢(Q). Define Q as in the second
case. If we follow a similar argument to that in the second case, we get

[w™ Xl o) @y

Kp(~)|Q| ||wXQ||LP(-)(R7L)|Q|_1||w_1XQ||LP’(-)(Rn)'

1Q < Ky llwxall oo mn)

Since QO - Qv ||wXQHZz}(-)(Rn) < ||wXQ0||E;}(-)(Rn) =1 ThU.S,
Q| < Ky |Q[w]a, ., [wxell Lro @ny-
Rearranging terms and raising both sides to the power p, (Q) — p_(Q), we get
Q Q —p_ _(Q)— X —p
HwXQ||I£p((>(R7£+( )S (Kp(')[w]AP(-))m P-|QP @ p+(Q)|Q‘p+(Q) p—(Q)
< (Kp(,)[w]Ap(_))p+_p*CD\Q|p+(Q)_p*(Q).
As shown in the second case, |Q|P+(@—7-(Q) < 9np+—p-)e2nCo0  Thyg,

lwxalf Pt @ < (K [w] a, )7 77 Cp22 @062 = Cn, p(-), Coo) Cplw]’y P
11



Therefore, we have shown that in every case,

Q —p_
lwxall et < Cln,p(-), Coo)Cplw]ly 7.

for all cubes @Q, provided [[wxq, |l ze¢) &) = 1.
Now suppose [[wxqq | 1r¢)@ny 7 1. Define wy = w/[[wxq,ll o) gny- Then

xS @ = lwoxal Tt @ wxao |, mn @
< C(n, p(-), Coo) Clwo]* =[xy |17, T @
By the homogeneity of the definition of [w]a, ., [wola,., = [W]a,.- If [[wxQllLee) @y > 1,
then ©
luxaall Sty @ < 1.
If [[wxqoll o) @ny < 1, then
Q -
lwxao o™ < llwxaoll
Consequently,
Q)— —p_ -
luxallyn Sy @ < Clnp(-), Coo)Cplw]ly P~ max{1, [lwxaol i -

O

Remark 3.4. The choice of Qo = Q(0,2e) is arbitrary, and we could have used any fixed
cube centered at the origin in the proof of Lemmal3.3. We will use the same estimates in the
proof of Lemma [3.8 below, where the choice of Qo simplified the calculations and resulting
constants. We choose the same cube Qo in Lemmal3.3 for consistency.

The next lemma connects A, weights to an A, condition. We note in passing that this
condition appears closely related to the boundedness of the maximal operator on weighted
variable Lebesgue spaces: see [21].

Lemma 3.5. [8, Lemma 3.4] Given p(-) € P(R")NLH(R") with py < oo, let w be a scalar
weight, and define W(-) = w(-)?V). If w € Ay, then there exists a constant Ly such that for
all cubes QQ C R™ and all measurable sets E C @,

Bl o255 <W<E>)i
[Ql ) w@),/) -
where W(E) := [, W(z) dx = pyy(wxg). In fact, we may take

1 p— P—

-1
Ly = C(?’L,p(), C )Cp maX{HwXQOHLP() Rn)? ||wXQO||LP() Rn)}
where Qo = Q(0, 2e).
Proof. Fix a cube @ and let E C @ be measurable. Let @y = Q(0,2¢). First assume
that ||wxqollLr()rey = 1; we will treat the general case below. We consider several cases
depending on the size of |wxql| Loy and [[wXE|| Lo gn)-
For the first case, suppose [[wxql|r()gn) < 1. By Lemmas 3.2 2.1 and [3.3]
£l
QI

|wxe ||LP(')(R”)

DNwxellLro @ny
12
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HwXEHLP(')(R”)

= Kp(')[w]Ap(.) p_(Q) —(&= (Q))
@ @
|MEXQH£;)Rn|MUXQHLmi%w
wEe e
< Kp(.)[w]AP()ilH Q”E( J(R)
W(Q)r+@

r—(Q)—p4(Q)
(@

W(E
||wXQ||Lp( ) (R™)

s (i)
Ap() W(Q) N L
<WES§> A

W(Q)
= K,y[w ] Al (@Eg))

For the second case, suppose [|wxg| ety gny) < 1 < ||wxqllpc)(rn). Similar to the previous
case, we use Lemmas [3.2] and 2] and the fact that W(Q) > 1, to get

p+(Q)

Loy p+ P
P+ Lp
1 p()

|E| ||wXE||LP(')(Rn)

< K, [w]A e
QI = "Nwxell o @ey
1
< Kp(~)[w]Ap(>
( )p (Q)
( )p+(Q)
< Kp(~)[w]Ap(>
(Q)p+(Q)

< Kp(ylwla,, (ng;)

For the last case, suppose [[wxqllree)wny > [[WXEl ety ey > 1. Let A = [lwxqll poe) &)
Then by Lemma 212 with dy = w(-)P") dx, for all ¢ > 0,

p(x)
/ AP ()P d < 'O / ATP@ ()P da + / %dm
N Q o (e + [xz[)me-

()
— ntCoo wXQ) w(z)p d
€ pp()( by +/Q (€_|_‘x|>tnp, X

By Lemma 2.2, p,)(wxg/A) = 1. Now, we need to estimate the second term. For each
k € N, define Qr = Q(0,2¢**1). Then for each z € Qi \Qx_1,

kN tnp—
el 2 el 2 (3] =k
13



By Lemma 2.1 and our assumption that W(Qo) = [lwxqgoll o) gn

y =1, we get
w(:):)P(f”) . b w(:):)f”(f”)
Larpmrasemwen sy [
Rrn (€ €T k=1 Y Qe\Qr—1 € x

< e - 4 Z 6_k"tp*W(Qk) dx
k=1

o
= e S e g, 17
k=1

Observe that by Lemma applied to @ and Q,

1Qx!
HwXQkHLP(‘)(R") < Kp(-)[ w] 4

Ap |Q | ||wXQ0||LP( (R — Kp(')[w]Ap(.)elm

Combining this with the previous estimate, we get
p(a) p(z)
[ / ey
Q (e+ |z|)mr- re (€ |z])P-
—tnp_ W QO + Z e —ktnp_ p( )[ ]Ap(')ekn)zur

o0
e tnp— p+ k(np4—tnp—
+ (Kp Apy) E :e
k=1

Note that the sum above converges for any ¢ > ;';—f. Using the formula for the sum of a

geometric series, we find that Y oo | eFP+=tnp-) < W whenever
pl p(")

P+

t> o + 7 log((Kp(y[w]a,.,)"" +1).

Choose t; = 7+ + np% log (2( Ky [w]a,.,)+) to get

/)\_pw ( )p(x dr < eM1Co0  p—tinp— —l—( p() p+ Zek np—tinp_
Q k=1
" K w4y, )7 P 1
<e 7P ywla, L))+ +
p(") p(-) 2(Kp(~)[w]Ap(.))p+
Coop+
< C(nvp(')v COO)[w]A:(,) + 2
Coop+

< C(n,p(+), Coo) w47 -

Rearranging terms, we get

(3.1) lwxQll oo @y = A = o W(Q)7<.




We now use a similar procedure, exchanging @) with £ and p,, with p(:). By Lemma
and Lemma 2.12] we get

L= [ el ey da

. N w(:):)f”(w)
< tcm/ HwXEHLp()Rn w(z )p( )dx—l—/E (e + |z|) - dx

Define the cubes Q. as before. Then for all s > 0,

w(x)P®) o > w(x)P®)
R N A— VR Snp—W\W
/ rse (Qo) + 1;:1 /Q

————dx
g (e + [x])mr- N\Qia (€ [z])=rP-

< e S— | Ze—ksnpfw(Qk)

k=1
—sn; k(n sn;
<e - 4 (K, p()mze(m P
If we find the sum the geometric series, we find that Zk:l eknps—snp-) < W
whenever )
5 2 p_ + p— log(4(Kp()[w]a,,)"*) +1).
If we choose s, = £+ + —— 1 —log(5(Kp()[w]a,.,)P+), we get
1
k(n snp_) -
(Kol ) 30 eH0m =) < T
k=1
Also,
6—81np, — e—np+6—log(5(Kp(-)[w}Ap(_))p+ — 6—np+ 1 S 1’
5(Kp(y[wla,, )P+ — 5
and so
/ w(il?)l’(m) d,’L‘ < e_slnp7 + ( p+ iek np4—snp— l _'_1 < l
e (e [ayom- = Al 2 S5ticy
Furthermore,
C nCoop nCoop Cooi
ns1Coo __ n _ p—
e ! e P= (5[w]Ap()) P— - C(n’ p(‘)? C100) [w]Ap()
If we combine all of these estimates, we get
p(x)
gns1Ce 2)P@) g / _w@)P?
w n) T+ dx
Coopy 1
< C(nap(')> COO)[w]A:(,) ||wXE||L§(O-<)D(Rn)W(E) + 5
If we now rearrange terms, we get
1 Cooby 1
(32) lwXell oo @ny < 272 C(n, p(-), Coo)[w] "~ W(E) 7.

15



Therefore, by Lemma 3.2 and inequalities (B.1]) and ([B.2)), we get
1E]
QI

lwX el Lro @n)

< K WA
s ol

i ()

< Kpolwlay 27 O, p(), Coolwl o [l 5]

L2 SxPs <W(E)) o

< C(n,p(-), Cw)[w]Ap(.)

W(Q)

Thus, we have shown that in all cases that if [[wxq, || @&n) = 1, we get for all cubes Q
and measurable sets ' C Q,

|E| A el (W(E)\
‘Q| < C(n p() C )CD [w]AP() (W(Q)) .

Now suppose [[wXqq || ro)@ny # 1. Define wo = w/[|wxqol| Lre)mny and Wo(-) by Wo(E) =
[ wo(z)P™ dx. Observe that if lwXqoll Lpe) ®ny < 1, then by Lemma 2.1

=

Wo(E) _ Jpwol)™ _ lwx@ol 1o @y WE) o [P, THE
Wo(@)  Jgwol@)P™ ™ [hwxqll i gy W(Q) CHLPOEDW(Q)

Similarly, if [[wXxq, | s ®n) > 1, then

Wo(E) pi—p- W(E)
< llwxaoll oo @ oAy
Wo(Q) LEEIW(Q)
Since [wo]a,., = [w]a4,.,, we get for all cubes @ and measurable sets £ C @,
1
|E| PR et (Wo(E))E
T = C n,pi 7Coo C w
|Q‘ ( () ) D [ ]Ap() Wo(@)
el o W)
< Clnp().CCH [oller ™ moxlonel e Toxen e} (07 )
This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.6. We note in passing that there is a small loss of information in our proof when
we pass back to the constant exponent case. If p(-) = p is constant, then p_ = ps = py = D,
K,y=1,Cp=1,Csx =0, and L, = 1. The constants in the first case become

P4 1

KP()[ ]Z;()L{L _[ ].Ap(.)'
For the arguments in the last case, inequality (3] simplifies to
1
lwxellLr@n) = 3—1W(Q) -

P

L A

Inequality [B2)) simplifies to

"dl»—-

||wXE||LP(R” < 2p W(E)
16



Thus, our argments in the last case give

2| ; (B
@ < [w]Ap(')6 (W(Q)) .

If we use the proof in [f, Lemma 2.5] in the constant exponent setting, we would expect the

constant to be (w] 4, instead of 6%[10],41). We suspect that this constant can be eliminated (or
at least reduced) by a more careful choice of constants in the argument, but for our purposes
the extra work did not seem necessary.

4. THE REVERSE HOLDER INEQUALITY IN VARIABLE LEBESGUE SPACES

In this section we prove Theorem [Tl The proof is substantially more difficult than the
proof of the classical reverse Holder inequality for Muckenhoupt A, weights. It requires a
careful modular estimate that depends on the size of the cube and the size of w on the cube.
In order to get the final constants, we must keep very careful track of the constants and then
apply a second homogenization argument. Also, at the heart of the proof we need to apply
the classical reverse Holder inequality to estimate the modular of w(-)4) = w(-)""). We can
do so as a consequence of Lemma B.5. We state the exact version we need for our proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let v : R" — [0,00) be a weight. Suppose there exist constants §,Cy > 0 such
that for every cube ) and every measurable set E C @,

Bl _ . (v(B)\
4y I@SQQ@J‘

Then, there exists an exponent r > 1 such that for every cube @,

(4.2) ]é v(z) dz < 2 <]é () d:g)T.

In particular, we can take

1
* n+2+(1/8 1/6°
2n+2+(1/9) (n + 1) log(2)C,

Proof. 1t is well-known that (I is equivalent to v € (J,5, 4,. (See, for instance, [16)
Theorem 3.1]). Inequality is then just a version of the sharp reverse Holder inequality
for A, weights proved by Hytonen and Pérez [20]. This result, however, is given in terms of
the so-called Fujii-Wilson A, constant of v. Here we instead use the slightly weaker version
proved in [4, Theorem 3.2]. By tracking the constants in their proof, we see that we get the
value of r given. O

r<1

Proof of Theorem [ Fix p(-) € P(R™) N LH(R") with p; < oo and w € Ay,,. By
Lemma [B.5] there exists a constant L, such that for all cubes @) and all measurable sets
EcQ,

B| 125 (W(E)\
i@ =t (%)



Consequently, by Lemma [.], there exists an exponent
1

1420\ PF
2n+2+p+ (n —+ ].) 10g(2) <L2 [w]Ap(')PoozL )

r=1+

such that for all cubes @,

(4.3) jgumxyw@>dxf;2<j2umxw@0dx)r.

We will show that this value of r works for the desired reverse Holder inequality (I.2]).
Let ¢(-) = rp(-). By the homogeneity of the A,.) condition and the homogeneity of (L.2),

we may assume |Q] ¢ lwxqllps¢)gny = 1. Then it will suffice to show that there exists a
constant C' such that

(4.4) Q] @ wxqllpaoy@n) < C,
for all cubes (). Fix a cube (). We consider two cases.

First suppose |Q| < 1. For all x € Q, qq(—g) = p(x It H|Q\ 0 wXQllpat)®ny < 1, then (@)

holds with C' = 1. Therefore, we may assume that Q| o wxQll ety gny > 1. By Lemma 28]
and (4.3), we have that

_q(@)

Par (1] @ wyg) = / Q5 w()@ da

_p(x)
/ Q7 w(2)™® da

< C’l’;][ w(z)"® dx
Q

< 20;? <][ w(x)P® dx)
Q

1 1 _ p(z) r
<20 <C’§ / Q| 7@ w(x)P® dx)
Q
4r _1
=205 pp(y (1€ "o wxq)-
Therefore, by Lemma [2.1] and the above inequality, we have that

147 1 2r 2

< (207 )= <2 0L <200 <202,

1
q—

_ 1 1
|HQ| Q wXQHLfI(')(Rn) S pq()(‘Q| Q U)XQ)
This proves the first case with C' = 2C%,

For the second case, suppose |@| > 1. This estimate is much more technical. Since
p(-) € LH(R"™), we may apply Lemmas .10l and 21T to get

_a(=)

Pur (19 o) / O 5 w(2)1® i

18



_p@)
/ Q177 w(2)™® da

< (K2 [1a,) /HXQH;f(() w(2)™® da

Since |Q] > 1, |Q|_i < 1. Thus, if we treat w(-)q(') as a measure, then by Lemma 2.12
we have that for all ¢ > 0,

_p(= qa(z)
/| P(oo)’u] q(:v dx<e”tc°°/ ‘Q| 1 ( )q(gc dl’—l—/ U)(I)

(e + -

:6711‘»000][ ,w(x)q(x) dl’+/ U}(QE)Q(J:) dr
Q o (e+ |z|)ntp-

(4.5) < Mt (]é w(z )P dx)r - /Q %dz

We estimate the two terms in (L3]) separately. We start with the second term. Define
Q1 = Q(0,2¢*1) for k > 0. Then,

/ w(x) " d </ w(x)1®) dx
o (e+lz|)m®= 7 Jga (e + [x])"P-

< e / w(x)"@ dx + Y e / w(z)"® dx
Qo k=1 Q

E\Qk—1

< e / w(@)"@ dx + Y e / w(x)") da.
Qo k=1 Qk

Observe that since for all k, |Qx| > 1, we have |Qx|'™" < 1. Thus, for all k& > 0,
/ w(@)™ dr = |Qul4 w(z)™ da
Qk Qk

< 2] (]{2 w(a)® dx) QWO < 2W(QL)'

If we combine this with Lemma 2], we get

e_"tp/ w(z)q(x) dx—l—Ze_kmp/ w(z)q(x) dx
Qo k=1 Qk

e IW(Qo)" 42 e W Q)"
k=1

19



< 2e7"P-W(Qq)" + 2 Z e~ hniv- max{1, ||wXQk||ZI;(F)(R” }-
k=1

Since w € Ay, by Lemma B2 for all k > 1,

T r |Qk| "’ r
||wXQk||LZ:I-)(Rn) < (KP(')[w]Ap(.)) P (m HwXQOHLI;J(r')(R”)

= (K [w]a, )™ € wxQull56 ey

Thus,

2¢”""P"W(Qo)" + 2 Z e max{1, [wxq,ll}h6 gy}
k=1

< 26_ntp7W(Q0)r +9 Z e—kntpf max{l, (Kp(-)[w]AP( ))rp+eknrp+ ||wXQo HZI:I) R”)}
k=1

(46) <27 W(Q0) + 2Ky wlay,)™ ma{L loxqo I ey} D €07
k=1

For t > Tf—j, the sum above converges. By the formula for the sum of a geometric series, we
see that if
1 T
t > T + o lOg( (Kp(')[w]flp(.)) P+ 1)?
p- np—
we get

2Ky [w]a,, )P Y ertrrenins) <

Choose t; = 2= + - log(3(Kp(.)[w]Ap(_))’"p+. Then, by applying Lemma 2.1 to (6], we get

26T W(Qo)" + 2Kyl 4, max{L, feoxqull 5 oy }Z ekt —riso-

< 26_”t1p*W(Qo) + max{1, HwXQoHZZT)(Rn }

< 2e7" max{1, wxqol 50 ey} + max{L, fwxeoll o0 en)

TP+ }

< 3max{1, [[wxqoll ) g

Hence, we have shown that the second term in (3] satisfies.

w ()7 r
(4.7) /Q (et 2]y dr < 3max{l, HwXQoHLI;T)(Rn)}-

We now estimate the first term of (£5]). To estimate the constant, note that our choice
of t1 gives

2
nCooTp4 Coopt M

(4.8) e =TT (3(Ky[w]a,,)") = C(n,p(+), Co)[wl 4,




To estimate the integral, observe that since |Q| > 1, by Lemma 212 for all s > 0,

][ dx—/|Q| roo w ()P da:

_ p(z) p(z)
» o [0 E ataptars [ 2

o (e + |z|)nsr-
If we define Q) = Q(0, 2e**1) for k > 0 and make a decomposition argument very similar
to the one above, we find that if we choose
b+
§1 = + — log(Q(Kp() [w]AP(.))p+)7
p-  np-
then we can estimate the second term in (€9]) as follows:

p(x)
/ _w@)
o (e [z])merr-

< e W(Qo) + Y et W(Qy)
k=1

< emsIp- W QO _|_Ze knsip— maX{l ||wXQk||LP() R”}
k=1

S S W(QO) ( p(- )[ ]A (- ))p+ max{l ||wXQO ||LP(')(Rn)} Z e—knslp,+knp+
k=1

< e "PmW(Qo) + max{l, ||7~UXQ0||I;(-)(Rn)}
(4.10) < 2max{1, [lwxqoll75 R")}
To estimate the first term in (£9), observe that

bt 1 \"Cw C;oer
(4.11) g1l — (e”f (Q(Kp(.)[w]/lp(_))p*) ”P7> = C(n,p(-), Cm)[w]Ap(f) .
To estimate the integral in the first term, note that by Lemmas 211 and 210, for all z € Q,

_p@) —n
Q| 5~ < Dp+||XQ||Lp<) ) < (2Kp(,))p+D1§+|Q| PQ |

Thus,
p(= _p@)
(4.12) /\Q b () >dx§(2Kp(.>)p+D§+/\Q| bo w(z)"@ dr
Q

= (2K,())"* Dy ppy (1Q] ”wacz) (2K,))P* Dyt

If we combine (@I1]), ({12) and ([I0), we get
» p(z)
Luyeas <enes o Ruaye + | e
Q Q (e |z|)meir-

Coop+

S C(n>p()a CYOO)Z)gJr [w]A:g) + 2 maX{]—> ||wXQO| i:(')(R”)}
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Coop+

(413> < C(nvp(')v COO? D2)[w]A:(7,) max{l, ||wXQOHi+P(‘)(]Rn)}’
If we now insert estimates (A.8)), (£13), and (A7) into (AH), we get

1
pq(~)(‘@| “Qwyq)

Coopy

< C(p(), D) ("1 (Cn,p(-), Cocs D)l -

max {1, [lxqu 550 gy} )

+ 3max{1, HwXQoHZ;J(r)(R" }>
Coor(p+)2 TCoop+

S C(nap(')>COO>D1>D2)T[w]A (1;7 [w]A (P; max{l ||wXQO||2€I) ]Rn)}
+3C(p(+), D1) max{L, [[wxq, ) gny

TCooP+

, - (p++1) .
< C(nvp('>70007D17D2> [w]AP(.) maX{l ||wXQ0HLIZ:(L) Rn)}
Thus, by Lemma 2.1] and the fact that ¢_ = rp_, we get

1
Q17 wxgll oo < pucy(1Q] @ wxg) ™

rCoopy P4

(p++1)

< C(n>p(')>COO>D1aD2)qi[ ]/{;(Z; max{l, ||wXQO||Lq;(-)(Rn)}
1 C(;oz“ (p++1) P+
< C(n>p()> C1007 Dla D2)p7 [w]Ap(_) maX{L ||wXQO||L;(')(Rn)}'

This proves (4.4]) in the second case.
Therefore, if we combine both cases, undo the homogenization, and insert the appropriate
values into the definition of the constant L, from Lemma [3.5, we have that for all cubes @),

_ 1 _ 1
Q] @ lwxellpay®ny < JIQ] "2 [wxqll et ®n),

where g(-) = rp(),
1

r = ]_ _l— 1+2COOP+ p, p, )

—1
C(n,p(-), Coo)[w] 4, ™" max{llwxqoll 5 zn); ||w><czo||Lp<)Rn}
(") )

and
ool (py +1) Pt

J = C(n>p( ) CooaCD>D1>D2)[ ]A o() maX{l ||wXQ0||Lp() ]R”)}

To complete the proof and get the final constants, we must remove the dependence on
1wX Qo | Lr¢) mn)- We can do this by a normalization argument. Define v = w/|lwxqoll 1ot) (rn)-

Then ||UXQO||LP(')(R") = 17 [U]Ap(.) = [w]Ap(.)u and
__1 1
(4.14) QI "2 [vxqllLro @y < JIQI "2 [loxellLro @),
where
-1 1
r=1+ o=

Cn.p(). Coo)lul g, ™"



and
Coop
_202_+(p++1)

Cp() = C(nvp()v Cooa CD7 D17 D2)[w]v4p(7_)
Since inequality (A.I4]) is homogeneous, this implies that

1 ~i0
@ e lwxellzro @y < Gl @ 72 lwxellLro @)

This removes the dependence of the constants on ||wxq, || e gn), and the proof is complete.
U

Remark 4.2. In the constant exponent case, Lemma[{.1], it can be shown that the exponent
r depends on [w]a, to the power 1, and the initial constant 2 can be replaced by 1 + € for
any € > 0 (with v depending on €). In our result, if we take p(-) = p to be a constant, then
Pr=DP_ =Doo=p, Cu=0,Cp=1, Dy =2, and Dy = 4. By tracking the constants in the
proof above in this case, we again have that the exponent depends on [w]a, to the power 1,
but the constant in the final inequality becomes

C,) = (8P(8P +2)" +3) .

This constant is much larger than the value 2, which suggests that our constant is not optimal.
Howewver, it is not clear how it can be substantially improved.

In Section [l in the proofs of Theorems and [L8 the right and left-openness of the
matrix A,y classes, we will obtain d reverse Holder exponents and constants. To collapse
them down to a uniform reverse Holder exponent and a uniform constant, we need the
following corollary to Theorem [L.1]

Corollary 4.3. Let p(-) € P(R")NLH(R™) with p; < oo and let w be a scalar A,y weight.
Let r be the exponent from Theorem[I1. Then for all s € (1,7), when u(-) = sp(-),

! !
QI @ llwxall e @ny < 3201, Coo) QL 72 wxqll oo @y,
for all cubes Q, where v(+) is defined by
L1
u() () w()
Proof. Fix p(-) € P(R") N LH(R"), and let r be the reverse Holder exponent from Theo-
rem [[LTl Define ¢(-) = rp(+). Fix s € (1,7), let u(-) = sp(-), and define the defect exponent

v(+) by (AI5). Given any cube @, by the generalized Holder’s inequality in variable Lebesgue
spaces, Lemma [2.4],

(4.15)

lwxelleo @y < (Koyruey + DllwxellLao @ llxell oo @ny-

Since q(-)/u(-) = r/s is constant, Ky.y/u.) = 1. If we combine this with Lemma 2,10 and
Theorem [}, we get

1 1
Q1 @ lwxell Luoy @y < 2|Q] @ [lwxellLao@m Xl Lve) @)
1
< 2[Q| "2 lwxqll pa) (mey 4K oy [1] 4, | QL2

__1
= 8K2y[1]4,,1Q1 @ lwxll L) zn
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__1
< 8K 1,0, Co) Q1 72 lwxll ot ey -

Since p; < oo and p(-) € LH(R™), by Remark 2.6, 1/p(-) € LH(R™). Thus, 1/q(-), 1/u(-),
and 1/v(-) € LH(R"). Observe that

R N R
v() u(@) rplx) plE)\s 1) pp\s ’
Thus, vy < oo and so by Remark 2.6 v(-) € LH(R"). Hence, by Remark 2.9 [1]4,, < oc.

Additionally, v_ > 1. Thus, K, < 2, and so
8 (14, < 32[1]a

vy < 00

5. MATRIX WEIGHTS

In this section we prepare for the proof of Theorems and by giving the definitions
of matrix weights and proving some technical results. The actual proofs are in Section
below. Many of these definitions and results are drawn from our previous paper [I1], and
we refer the reader there for additional information.

Let S; denote the collection of d x d, self-adjoint, positive semi-definite matrices. The
operator norm of a matrix W is given by

|Wlop = sup |[Wel.
ecR?
le|=1

The following lemmas are very useful for estimating operator norms.

Lemma 5.1. [25, Lemma 3.2] If {ei,...,eq} is an orthonormal basis in R?, then for any
d x d matrix B, we have

d d

1

a Z |Be;| < [|Blop < Z | Bei.
i=1

i=1
Lemma 5.2. Let U and V' be self-adjoint d x d matrices. Then UV |op = [VU|op-

A matrix weight is a measurable matrix function W : R® — &; such that |[W(-)|op €
L . (R™), or equivalently, the eigenvalues of W are locally integrable functions. A matrix
weight is invertible if it is positive definite almost everywhere, or equivalently, all its eigen-
values are positive almost everywhere. Note that when d = 1, matrix weights are simply
locally integrable scalar weights.

We now define the variable Lebesgue spaces for the vector-valued function setting.

Definition 5.3. Given p(-) € P(R"), define LPV)(R™;R?) to be the collection of Lebesque
measurable functions f : R" — R? such that

11l o) resray = E][] Lo @y < 00

Given a matriz weight W : R" — Sy, define LPO)(W) to be the collection of Lebesgue mea-
surable functions f : R* — RY such that

HfHLP(')(W) = ||Wf||LP(-)(Rn;Rd) < Q.
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We are interested in the class matrix Ay, which generalizes both the definition of constant
exponent matrix A, and the definition of scalar A, in [6,§].

Definition 5.4. Given p(-) € P(R") and an invertible matriz weight W : R" — Sy, W is a
matriz Ap.) weight, denoted W € Ay, if

(Wi, = sp QI [IW @)W W)lopxa )| 1) @y X ()| 120 gy < 20

Remark 5.5. Our definition of Ay if p(-) = p is constant reduces to the Roudenko def-
inition (see [25]) if we make the change of variables W w VYP. Our definition has two
advantages. First, this definition of A,y has a very simple duality: W € A,y if and only
if W=t e Ayy. This should be contrasted with the Roudenko, where V € A, if and only

if V7P'/P ¢ A, Second our definition, even in the constant exponent case, allows a unified
definition when p =1 or p = oo, and so allows us to define matriz A, for exponents such
that p(-) or p'(+) is unbounded.

There are two characterizations of matrix .4, weights in terms of reducing operators and
averaging operators. We first consider reducing operators. Reducing operators play an
important role in the theory of matrix weights; for details and references, see [2]. Here, we
recall the definition of reducing operators in the variable exponent setting given in [I1]. For
this definition we need the following result.

Theorem 5.6. [2, Theorem 4.11] Given a measurable norm function r : R® x R — [0, 00),
there exists a positive-definite, measurable matrixz function W : R® — S, such that for any
z € R" and e € RY,

r(z,e) < |W(x)e| < \/&r(:c,e).

Given a matrix weight W : R — S, define the norm function r(-,-) : R® x R? — [0, c0)
by r(z,e) = |W(z)e|. Given a cube @ C R", define the norm (r),.) o : R? —= [0, 00) by

_L _L
(Mpree) = 1Q| " lr(-, e)xq()lro@n = QI "2 llexall et w)-
By Theorem [5.6] there exists a positive-definite, self-adjoint, (constant) matrix Wg(') such

that (1),0).0(e) = |Wg(')e| for all e € RY. We call Wg(') the reducing operator associated to
W on Q.

Now let r*(z,-) be the dual norm of r(z,-), given by r*(z,e) = |W~!(z)e|. Define the
norm (r*),y.q : R* = [0, 00) by

(MYwiree) = QI 7ellr* (-, e)xo (Ml o @y = 1QI P2 llexall o gw-1)-
Again by Theorem [5.6] there exists a positive-definite, self-adjoint, (constant) matrix
Wg(') such that (7)) 0(e) = |Wg(')e| for all e € R%. We call W‘Z)(') the reducing operator

associated to W~ on Q.
We can use these two reducing operators to characterize Ay.).

Proposition 5.7. [11, Proposition 4.7] Let p(-) € P(R™) and W : R* — S, be a matriz
weight. Then W € Ay if and only if

3P ()
Wk = sup IWE W o < 0.
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Moreover, [W]ﬁp(‘) ~ [W]a,., with implicit constants depending only on d.

We can also characterize A,y weights using averaging operators. In the constant exponent

case, this idea first appeared i 1n Goldberg [19] and was extensively developed in [9]. Given a
cube ) and a matrix weight W : R" — S;, define the averaging operator Ay, by
Auaf(w) = W)W )t dyxle),

for any vector-valued function f : R — RY,

Proposition 5.8. [11, Theorem 4.1] Let p(-) € P(R™). A matriz weight W : R — S, is a
matriz Ap.y weight if and only if Aw,q : LPO(R™; RY) — LPO(R™; R?). Moreover,

——sup [ Awqll < Wla, < C(d)sup |l Awgll
Q Q

p()
where || Aw.g|| is the operator norm of Aw.q from LPO(R™;R?) to LPO(R™; RY).
Remark 5.9. By linearity, Aw.q : LPO(R™;RY) — LPO(R™; RY) uniformly over all cubes Q
if and only if Ag : LPO(W) — LPO(W) uniformly over all cubes and
||AWQHLP(')(R";Rd)aLP(')(R";Rd) = ||AQ||LP(')(W)—>LP(')(W)>
where Agf = fQ ) dy xq-
The following proposition relates matrix A,y weights to scalar A, weights. The main

idea of the proof is contained in [11, Proposition 4.8]; we give the details here as we need to
keep careful track of the constants.

Lemma 5.10. Let p(-) € P(R™) and W : R" — S; be a matriz weight. If W € Ay, then
for all nonzero e € RY, |W(-)e| is a scalar Ay weight with

(W (ella,., < CA) K0 [W]a,,-
Proof. Let p(-) € P(R"), W € Ay, and fix e € R? with e # 0. Let w = [We|. Fix a cube
Q. We will show that Ag : LPU)(w) — LPO)(w) and that
(5.1) [AQI Lre) ()= £rO () < Kp() [W]a,.y-

Then by Proposition and Remark [£9, which both hold in the scalar case (i.e., when
d = 1), we will have that

[w]a Ap() < C(d )SUPHAQHLP() )Lr0w) < C(d) p()[W]AP('>’

which is what we want to prove.
Let ¢ be any scalar function and define f = ¢e. Fix a cube ). Observe that

xe()

14080y = 19 OGO sy = | o1t

Lp(-)(Rn)

= | AQ®|| Lot (w)-
LP()(R™)

= H‘W(-)ejé2 o(y) dy‘XQ(')

Similarly,

= H|W(-)e| ]écb(y) dy‘m(-)

Lr() (R™)
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E] ooy = 1T CE] Lo @y
= [IW()e()elll o @y = W ()el@() ooy @ny = 1l Lo )
Then, since W € A,.), by Proposition 0.8 and Remark [5.9, we have that
[AQl vy wy = 1 AQE Loy < 1 AQ Loy W)= Loy ) 1Nl Loty ()
< Kp() W] a0 £l oo vy = Ky (W], 18l o) ) -
Hence, (5.1)) and our proof is complete. O
The following property of reducing operators is used in the proof of Theorem [I.5l

Lemma 5.11. Let p(-) € P(R™) N LH(R™) with p; < oo, and let W : R* — S, be a matriz
weight. If W € Ay, then there exists r > 1 such that for all s € (1,7),

IV EOVED) opxaOllzsmon) S llxe
for all cubes @ C R™. The implicit constant depends on d, p(-), Coo, C* and [W]a,,.,.

LSP(')(Rn)v

Proof. Let p(-) € P(R")NLH(R") and W € A, . Let {e;}_, be the coordinate basis of R?.
Fix Q. For cach i = 1,...,d, consider the scalar weight w?(-) = \W(-)(Wg('))_leiL For each

of these weights, choose 2 to be the reverse Holder exponent and C to be the constant
from Theorem [I1] i.e.,

1
Q _
’l"i —].‘l‘ 1+2coop+a

CLIW ()W) el [~

and
C
ﬂzi (p++1)

O = C W (WG ) el 4
By Lemma 510, [W(-)(W5 ") e[, , < C(d)Kyy[W]a,,,. Thus, defining

1
r=1+ 5 ,
142-0P+
C*(C(d>Kp()[W]Ap()) peeb-
and
* Coop+ (p++1)
=C (C(d)Kp()[W]Ap()) ” ’
we have r < r% and My CZQ for each i. Then by Lemma [51] the triangle inequality,
Corollary 4.3, and the deﬁmtion of the reducing operator W? ('), we get for all s € (1,r)
Q ‘%|||W<-><WP<'>>-1|OPXQ<-> LR
<|Q 7 Z W) “leilxa()
L*P()(Rm)

"5 || () WVE) e X ()| v
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d 1
< 3214, Z CR1QI 7 W () WE) eslxa ()l ot ey
< 32(1],,, My() Z|@| || () VE) eilxa () oo

< 32[1 4, My, § IR (W) e
=1
< 3214, Myd.

1
20 and applying Lemma 2.10, we get
Mp(yd2Kgp() X

Multiplying both sides by |Q

IV EOVE) opxal)
Since p4 < 00, Ky < 3, so the final constant depends only on d, p(-), Cs, C*, and [W]4

Lsp() (R™) < 32[1]Ap(.) Lsr() (Rn)-

Ap(y:
]

Finally, in our proofs Theorems and [LG, we will need to use an auxiliary averaging
operator defined using a reducing operator. Given p(-) € P(R"), define Ay ) o by

Apporof () = ]{2 WEOW 1 ()£ () dy xo(x).

This operator plays a role analogous to the auxiliary maximal operator introduced by Gold-
berg [19]; we introduce it because we cannot assume that the Goldberg auxiliary maximal
operator is bounded on LP(). We will consider this problem in a forthcoming paper [10]. We
will prove that AWm(. .0 is bounded on LPU) and that it satisfies a right-openness property.

Lemma 5.12. Let p(-) € P(R") N LH(R") with py < oo and W : R" — S; be a matriz
weight. If W € Ay, then there exists r > 1 such that for all s € (1,7),

Ava(-),Q : LSp(')(]R";Rd) N LSP(')(RH; Rd)
uniformly over all cubes Q.

Proof. Let p(-) € P(R") N LH(R™) and W € A,(y. As in the proof of Lemma G.1T], define

1
r=1+

Coopy °

Co(C(d) Kp(y [W]a,. ))1+2,, -

Let s € (1,7). Fix f € L*?0)(R™; R%). Observe that by homogeneity of the L*?() norm, the
triangle inequality, Holder’s inequality, and Lemma 2.10, we have

||AWp Qf Lsr() (R7;R4)

’][ WEIW ()8 (y >dy\xQ<>

Lsr() (R™)

= Q™!

Lsp(: ) (R™)

/ WEOW dy‘ I
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<1QI /Q WEOW oo l£(9)] dy ol erco o

< Koo lQI IIWE W () opx@) () ceptor o Il ovr gm0
1

< AK2 [, 1QIHIIVE W ) opX@ () o e |l oot g | Q] 72

— 1 . _
= 4K3 [, QI T WA W (Vapxo ()l cnerr ny I ]

f]

Lsp(:) (R™)

Lsr() (R”;Rd) .

1
To finish the proof, we must show that |Q| “7@" || \Wg(')W_l(-)\opr() | Lsn(2y (ny 18 bounded
by a constant independent of ). Define v(-) by

1 1 1

- + .
(sp(z))  pl(z)  v(z)
Then by the generalized Holder’s inequality on variable Lebesgue spaces, Lemma 2.4 and

Lemma 2.10]
IWVEIW = (Vopxa ()l e @ny < EIWE W) lopx@ () s o X o)

1
< KAKG ) [, VG W O)lopxa ()l oo e [QI
Combining this with Lemma [5.2] Lemma [5.1], the triangle inequality, the definition of the
reducing operator Wg('), and Proposition 5.7, we get

— 1 . _
QI @ [IWE W (Vopx@ ()l s gy
1 N L
<AKEKZ 1], Q1 = [V () opx@ ()] oo gy | Q1
_ 1
= AK K21 4,,1Q 2 VR W ()opX@ ()l o)

_ 1
= AK K2 1,0, 1Q1 "W OWE lapxo ()l 1o ey

d 1
<SAKKZ ) [1a,, Y 1Q1 W OWE eilxa ()l oy
i=1

d
<AKKZ,[Wa,, . Wo W el

i=1
T Oyl
<AKEKZ )1 a,,dWe W |op
< 4KK3(~)[1]Av(-)d[W]ﬁp(.)'
Since W € A, [W]ﬁp(') < oo by Lemma 5.7l Since the final constant is independent of

Q, le,p(.),Q . LPO(R™; RY) — L*P0)(R™; RY) uniformly over all cubes (). This completes the
proof.
L]

6. RIGHT AND LEFT-OPENNESS OF THE A,y CLASSES

In this section we prove Theorems and
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Proof of Theorem[L4. Let p(-) € P(R") N LH(R™) with p; < oo and W : R" — S, be a
matrix A, weight. Choose r from Lemma [5TT] and let s € (1,7). By Proposition 5.8, to
prove W € Ag, it suffices to show Ay.q : LPO(R";RY) — LPO(R";RY) uniformly over
all cubes Q.

Fix a cube @ and f € L**0)(R™; R?). Observe that by homogeneity of the L*?) norm and

Lemma [5.17],

[ Aw,Qf || Lo (&R0

' ][ W y)f(y) dy
LSP(‘)(R")

] H‘W(')(Wg))_ljé WEW = )t(0) o] xal)

xe()

Lsp(-)(Rn)

< WO opxal)

Lt

Lsp() (Rm)

S lxell o ®n)

][ WL )t )

Y I

= || Awp.0f

xQ(+)

Lsp(-)(Rn)

Lsp(-) (Rn) .

Since the choice of 7 is the same as in Lemma 512 Ay, ¢ is bounded on L) (R™; RY)
uniformly over all cubes (). Thus, we have shown

[ Aw,of
with implicit constant independent of ). Hence, W € A, .). O

L#r() (R™;R4) N ||f L#r() (R7;R4)

We now prove Theorem The proof is almost identical to the proof of Theorem [L5] so
we just sketch the key steps.

Proof of Theorem[1.4. Fix p(-) € P(R") N LH(R") with p_ > 1 and W € A,(). Choose
r from Lemma B.I1] and let s € (1,7). Define ¢/'(-) = sp/(-). By Remark G5, to prove
W € Ay, it suffices to show that W~ € A,(). By Lemma 5.8 we prove W™ € Ay by
showing Ay-1g : L7 (R RY) — LYO(R"; RY) uniformly over all cubes.

Fix a cube @Q and f € L7O)(R™ R?). We repeat the same steps as in the proof of Theo-
rem [L5 since p_ > 1, we have (p') < oo, so we can apply Lemma [5.11to W~ and p/(+) to
get

1Aw-1.QE | o ety S [1Aw=100) @F | 1o e )

By our choice of r, we may apply Lemma [5.12] to AW71 (), to get
||AW Lp QfHLq()(Rn RA) S ||f||Lq(>(Rn ;RA))

with the implicit constant mdependent of Q). Thus, we have shown
Aw-1g: LTOR™RY) — LYOR™Y RY),

uniformly over all cubes Q. Hence, W™ € A, (), and so W € Ay,. O
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